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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office action is in response to Applicant's amendments and remarks filed on 
April 6, 2005. Claims 1-18 are presented for further examination. Because the claim 
amendments necessitated the new grounds for rejection, this action is final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1. Claims 1, 5, 7, 8, 12, 14, 15, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Tso et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,421 ,733, hereinafter "Tso"). 
In considering claim 1, Tso discloses a method to retrieve information, 
comprising: 

receiving a first request for information from a client over a first connection (i.e. 
client makes a request to a "transcoding server," col. 3, lines 12-13, 18-23); 

retrieving said information over a second connection (i.e. transcoding server 
retrieves it from an Internet content server, col. 3, lines 41-43); 

detecting that said first connection is terminated (inherent for HTTP requests 
upon completion of the requested transaction); 
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receiving a second request for said information over a third connection (i.e. client 
will make a second request for the information); 

determining whether said second request matches said first request, including 
whether said second request is from said client (col. 5, lines 36-40, describing checking 
the cache in response to a second request based on "information," col. 7, lines 21-38, 
describing that the "information" can be information about the "network client," including 
"user identity"); and 

sending said information over a third connection to said first network node in 
accordance with the determination (col. 3, lines 41-44). 

See also, col. 6, lines 9-50, describing various steps of the claimed invention. 

In considering claim 8, claim 8 describes the same method as claim 1 , but 
discloses which devices in the system are performing the claimed steps. These devices 
are the same as taught by Tso and disclosed above. 

Claim 8 further describes "receiving a notice that said first connection is 
terminated." This occurs when the client receives the data back from the proxy server. 
Such receipt serves as notice that the first connection was received and is terminated. 

In considering claim 15, claim 15 presents an article with a storage medium and 
instructions for performing the same steps as claim 1 , and is thus rejected for the same 
reasons as claim 1 . 
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In considering claims 5 and 12, Tso further discloses that the information is an 
HTML file (col. 3, line 54, "HTML"). 

In considering claim 7, 14, and 18, Tso further discloses receiving a request to 
terminate said third connection (inherent after an HTTP request and retrieval of data), 
and terminating the second and third connections (again, inherent in completing the 
data transfer). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 2-4, 9-11, 16, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tso. 

In considering claims 2, 9, and 16, Tso further discloses that the first request 
comprises a first source information (i.e. client's user ID, modem/interface information, 
etc.) and a first information address (i.e. the URL of the remote server), further 
comprising storing said information with said first source address and said first 
information address in an information table prior to receiving the second request (col. 4, 
lines 1-5, 50-65 describing storing the information and destination URL in the cache; 
col. 7, lines 20-29, describing storing the source information). Note that Tso describes 
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storing a client's user ID and/or modem or interface information in the with the 
information and information address. Although the cited sections do not say so, 
detecting an IP address upon receiving a request is a common way to determine which 
client or user is making the request. Tso discloses this in col. 10, lines 8-32, which 
describes storing the client's IP address in a separate table for authentication purposes. 
Thus, it would have been obvious for the client's "user ID" stored in the information table 
taught by Tso to consist of the client's IP address, to simplify the process of recognizing 
the user. 

In considering claims 3 and 17, Tso further discloses that the second request 
comprises a second source information (i.e. client user ID, modem information, etc.) 
and a second information address (i.e. the server URL), and said determining 
comprises: 

Searching said information table to determine whether the second source 
information matches the first source information (i.e. determining the client user ID, etc. 
and comparing it with the stored information); and 

Determining whether said first information address matches said second 
information address (i.e. the proxy determines whether the requested URLs are the 
same to determine whether to use the cached data). 

Again, given Tso's teaching of using IP addresses to identify clients, it would 
have been obvious for the client's "user ID" stored in the information table taught by Tso 
to consist of the client's IP address, to simplify the process of recognizing the user. 
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In considering claim 4, Tso further discloses that the source addresses comprise 
Internet addresses ("IP addresses") and the information addresses comprise uniform 
resource locators ("URLs"). 

In considering claim 10, Tso further discloses that the second request comprises 
a second source information (the client user ID, etc. and comparing it with the stored 
information) and a second information address (i.e. the server URL), and said 
determining comprises: 

Searching said information table to determine whether the second source 
information matches the first source information (i.e. determining the client user ID, etc. 
and comparing it with the stored information); and 

Determining whether said first information address matches said second 
information address (i.e. the proxy determines whether the requested URLs are the 
same to determine whether to use the cached data, p. 24, U 3-4); and 

Sending the information in accordance with said determination (i.e. the proxy 
sends the information from the cache if the URLs match). 

Again, given Tso's teaching of using IP addresses to identify clients, it would 
have been obvious for the client's "user ID" stored in the information table taught by Tso 
to consist of the client's IP address, to simplify the process of recognizing the user. 
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In considering claim 1 1 , Tso further discloses that the source addresses 
comprise Internet addresses ("IP addresses") and the information addresses comprise 
uniform resource locators ("URLs").. 

3. Claims 6 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tso, in view of well-known Internet standards. 

In considering claims 6 and 13, although Tso does not disclose that the 
information comprises an XML file, Examiner takes Official notice that XML is a 
notoriously well-known language for files on the Internet. Given this knowledge, it would 
have been obvious to use XML in the system taught by Tso, in addition to or instead of 
HTML, because XML has numerous advantages over HTML (such as creation of 
customized tags, supporting links that point to multiple documents, etc.). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bradley Edelman whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3953. The examiner can normally be reached from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glen Burgess can be reached at 571-272-3949. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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June 6, 2005 
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